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DETAILED ACTION 

This office action is responsive to communication filed February 5, 2009. Claims 
1 , 9 and 24 are currently amended; claim 8 is canceled. Thus, claims 1-7 and 9-25 are 
pending in this application. 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 1 and 9 are objected to because of the following informalities: the claim 
language "processor operable to" should be amended to "a processor configured to" in 
order to show that the processor is actually configured to perform the recited functions. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-5, 7, 9-14, 16-22 and 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dutta et al. (US Patent Application Publication 2002/0103914 A1 , 
published 8/1/2002) ('Dutta') in view of Malcolm (US 2008/01 7271 7 A1 , priority date 
9/17/2003). 

With respect to claims 1, 9 and 17, Dutta teaches: 
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a processor (paragraphs 22, 27 and 29) operable to execute one or more 
software components, wherein the software components include a servlet, an analyzer, 
and a filter (paragraphs 20 and 126-127); 

the servlet accessing said web page comprising said content (paragraphs 33, 35 
and 134; step 610 in Fig. 6); 

the filter processing the web page (paragraphs 19, 33-34 and 137); 

the servlet transferring the content of the web page to an analyzer (paragraph 

135); 

the analyzer analyzing the content of the web page (paragraphs 1 26-1 28 and 

135); 

the analyzer returning a result of said analyzing to the servlet (paragraphs 127 
and 135); 

the servlet appending the result of said analyzing to the content of said web page 
(paragraph 137); and 

the browser displaying said web page and said result (paragraphs 135 and 137). 

Dutta does not teach wherein said content is secure content, processing the web 
page prior to encryption of said secure content and analyzing the content of the web 
page prior to encryption of said secure content. 

Malcolm teaches an information management system (see abstract), in which he 
teaches: 
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accessing a web page comprising secure content (paragraphs 20, 83, 89 and 

91); 

processing the web page prior to encryption of said secure content (paragraphs 
60,91 and 102); and 

analyzing the content of the web page prior to encryption of said secure content 
(paragraphs 60, 91 and 102). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have modified Dutta by the teaching of Malcolm because a 
web page comprising secure content, processing the web page prior to encryption of 
said secure content and analyzing the content of the web page prior to encryption of 
said secure content would enable filtering of undesirable websites (Malcolm, paragraph 
26), and the use of browser plug-in modules to examine transmission content before 
content has been encrypted (paragraph 60), thus providing secure transmission of data 
by enterprise staff (Malcolm, paragraph 29). 

With respect to claims 2, 10 and 18, Dutta as modified teaches wherein said 
accessing said web page comprising content is performed by an application server 
operating on a first computing system (Dutta, paragraphs 19 and 35-36). 

With respect to claim 3, Dutta as modified teaches wherein said filter is a function 
of the application server (Dutta, paragraphs 19 and 35), wherein said filter is selectively 
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activated by a webpage development tool accessible to said first computing system 
(Dutta, paragraphs 133-135). 

With respect to claims 4, 12 and 20, Dutta as modified teaches wherein said 
server and said filter operate in said first computing system (Dutta, paragraph 134). 

With respect to claims 5, 14 and 22, Dutta as modified teaches wherein said 
analyzer operates on a second computing system that is communicatively coupled with 
said first computing system (Dutta, Figures 1A and 1B, paragraphs 19, 34 and 37). 

With respect to claims 7, 16 and 24, Dutta as modified teaches wherein said filter 
transfers content of the web page to the analyzer in a hypertext mark-up language 
(HTML) format (Dutta, paragraph 33). 

With respect to claims 1 1 and 19, Dutta as modified teaches wherein said filter is 
a function of the application server (Dutta, paragraphs 19 and 35). 

With respect to claims 13 and 21 , Dutta as modified teaches wherein said 
request for said web page is generated by a browser operating on said first computing 
system (Dutta, paragraph 35). 

4. Claims 6, 15 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Dutta et al. (US Patent Application Publication 2002/0103914 A1) ('Dutta') in view 



Application/Control Number: 10/808,885 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2164 

of Malcolm (US 2008/0172717 A1, priority date 9/17/2003), as applied to claims 1-5, 7, 
9-14, 16-22 and 24 above, and further in view of Markel et al. (US Patent Application 
Publication 2002/0156799 A1) ('Markel'). 

With respect to claims 6, 15 and 23, Dutta in view of Malcolm teaches claims 1 , 9 
and 17. 

Dutta in view of Malcolm does not teach wherein said analyzer analyzes said 
content of said web page for compliance with federal law. 

Markel teaches a system and method for verifying and correcting websites (see 
abstract), in which he teaches wherein said analyzer analyzes said content of said web 
page for compliance with federal law (paragraph 74). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have further modified Dutta by the teaching of Markel 
because wherein said analyzer analyzes said content of said web page for compliance 
with federal law would enable website providers to diagnose, evaluate, report, and 
retrofit code violations existing in websites to meet both in-house and industry design 
standards (Markel, paragraph 52). 

5. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dutta et 
al. (US Patent Application Publication 2002/0103914 A1) ('Dutta') in view of Malcolm 
(US 2008/0172717 A1, priority date 9/17/2003), as applied to claims 1-5, 7, 9-14, 16-22 
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and 24 above, and further in view of Berstis et al. (US 6,510,458 B1 , filing date 
7/15/1999) ('Berstis'). 

With respect to claim 25, Dutta in view of Malcolm teaches processing a web 
page using a filter. 

Dutta in view of Malcolm does not teach performing sequential filtering of said 
web page using a plurality of filters of said filter. 

Berstis teaches blocking saves to web browser cache based on content rating 
(see abstract), in which he teaches performing sequential filtering of said web page 
(steps 1206 and 1208 in Figure 12, column 20 lines 38-39) using a plurality of filters of 
said filter (column 18 lines 3-10 and 37-47). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to have further modified Dutta by the teaching of Berstis 
because performing sequential filtering of said web page using a plurality of filters of 
said filter would enable a browser with the capability of blocking web page information 
from the browser cache based on predefined user preferences (Berstis, abstract). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed February 5, 2009 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. Applicant argues that the cited prior art fails to teach appending the 
result of said analyzing to the content of said web page. Examiner disagrees. Dutta 
teaches that a content evaluator evaluates the search results for conformance with 
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criteria and returns the result of the accessibility level of the entries of the search results 
(paragraph 135). He further teaches that all search result entries may be maintained, 
with those that do not meet requirements being appended to include an indicator that 
the entry does not meet the required level (paragraph 137). The appended indicator, 
which is appended to the web page entry, represents a result of the analyzing. Thus, 
Dutta teaches the above argued limitation. 

7. Applicant further argues that Dutta fails to teach displaying said web page and 
said result. As mentioned above, the content evaluator evaluates the search results for 
conformance with criteria and returns the result of the accessibility level of the entries of 
the search results (paragraph 135). The results are compared with accessibility level 
requirements (paragraph 136) and then returned. Dutta teaches that results, i.e. an 
indicator) may be appended to search results, i.e. web pages, and further that the 
search results are provided to the client via interface 560 (paragraph 137). Thus, it is 
clear that the web page and result are displayed. 

8. Lastly, Applicant argues that the cited prior art fails to teach the analyzer 
analyzing the content of the web page, prior to encryption of said secure content. 
Examiner disagrees. More specifically, Applicant argues that Malcolm does not teach 
an analyzer as part of a server. However, this is not claimed. In response to applicant's 
argument that the references fail to show certain features of applicant's invention, it is 
noted that the features upon which applicant relies (i.e., an analyzer as part of a server) 
are not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of 
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the specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In 
re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 
9. Malcolm has been used to teach secure content, processing a web page prior to 
encryption of secure content and analyzing content on a web page prior to encryption of 
secure content, which he teaches in paragraphs 20, 60, 83, 89, 91, and 102. Dutta 
teaches all other aspects of independent claims 1, 9 and 17, including an analyzer. 



Conclusion 

1 0. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Alicia M. Lewis whose telephone number is 571-272- 
5599. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 9 - 6:30, alternate 
Friday off. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on 571-272-4085. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/A. M. L.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2164 
May 26, 2009 

/Charles Rones/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2164 



